
Secrehry 
bcdcral (~'oi i i inunicahms Commission 
445 I2111 SLrccl S.W. 
Washington. Ll.( ' .  20554 

RE: Notice of O r a l  E x  Par te  Comments - Two Originals fi led in the proceeding captioned: 

f i i  rlic ,%falter U / ' R e ~ i e i i ~  of tlic Senion 2.51 Uiihundlirrg Obligatinitr of fncirnrbeiirc Local 
E.rchcrrrge Carrierr., CC' Docket KIK 01-Y2, Y6-98 and 98-147, Notice of Proposed 
Kulcin;iking, FCC 01-361 (rel. Dec. 20, 2001). 

f i t  the .Matter o/Nunihi,ritig Ke.wrircr Optimiza!iiiri, Nolice of Prupo.ved Rulemaking, CC 
I h c k c t  No. 99-200; CC Docket KO. Y6-98; CC Docket No  96-1 16; FCC 02-73 (Rel. M a r c h  
14. 2002). 

Madame Secrelary: 

On I lsccinher 4. 2002, the I'iesident o r lhc  National Association of Regulatory Uti l i ty 
( 'oni i i i issioi iers ( N A R U ' ) ,  Michigan ('iiniiiiissioner David Svai ida. on December 5 .  2002, the Chairman 
o1 'NAKlJC"s  C'oininillcc Michigan C'oinmissioner Bob Nelson. and on Dccember 6, 2002. NAIClJC's  2'Id 
Vice I'rcsidrnt. Washinglon L J - I ' C  C'hairwoinan Marilyn Showalter inet with FCC Commissioner Jonathan 
Adclslein and his pcrwnal stafl: 

During [hose meetings. all <'onimissioncrs gcncrally reiterated argunienk outlined in NAKUC 
(and Michigan) pleadings filed in the abo\,c-captioncd C'C Dncket 01-82 proceeding. With respecl to the 
'I'ricnnial Revicu on LINES. thcy gcncrally reikralcd that any order i n  this proceeding should conlain the 
folluwing Icalurcs: 

( I  ) N O  S T N  E 1% 

Any ITC' Order should makc clear no Ipi.ccniptioii i s  inrendcd or should be implied -particularly w lh  
rcspect to addilionh to the N a l i o n a l  l i s t  imposed hy States. 

( 2 )  t'Kt.SIIMPTIVI: NA'I- IONAI.  1,IS'l' TIHAT INCI.lIDBS EXISTING IJNIl's 

Any F U '  l i s1  should. iil il minimum. include all ex is t ing  iteins 

( 3 )  S'I'A'IE CHIK'K OFF BEFORE A U N I I  IS LIE-LISTED 

('arrict-s lhal \\:tnt to tciiiove 311 ilem li-oiii the l i s1  inwl make a factual case before a State commission 

(4) l ' l M l N ( i  0 1 ;  IMP.A('71 01' S ~ I ~ A T E  DECISION 

All!, cliallengcd LINE stays on the required l is1  until State commission makes contrary tindlng 



( 5 )  CAUCIJS WITH STATES NECESSAKY PREREQUISITE 

FC'C should caucus with State coinmissions cxtensivclv beliire uromulxatinc the "necessarv and inloair" 
I -  

standard used to evaluate i f  a UNE should he availahlc. 

(6) STATE AUTHORITY 'I'O ADD UN6s CONFIRMED. 

ITC should confirm its previous ruling that States RETAIN the right to add to the national list after 
hearing based on State and Federal law.  

Only Commissioner Svaiida discusscd issues from the second procceding listed above that deals 
wilh local number portabili~y. He re-emphasized NARUC's agreement that with the original FCC 
findings that "number portahilily contributes to the development of competition among alternative 
providers by . .:1 allowing customers to respond lo price and service changes without changing their 
telephone numbers, 121 enahl(ing) carriers to alleviate number shortages by implementing code sharing 
and other mechanisms to transfer unused numbers among carriers that need numbering resources." 
NARLJC' also atTced w i t h  the Docket No. 99-200 Fio-lliet Nulice of Proposed Rulemuking's statement 
that: "It]hesc benefits weigh in ravor of'a requirement that all local exchange carriers and covered CMRS 
cairriers in the top 100 MSAs be LNP-capable, regardless of whether they receive il request from a 
competing carrier." We urge the FCC to a c l  quickly to contirm its December 2001 findings eliminating 
thc request rcqtiiremenl. 

[f you have questions about this filing, please do not hesitate to contact me a t  202.898.2207 oi 
jramsrry@naruc.org. I 

CC: Lisa Zaina, Senior Legal Advisor 
Eric Einhornc. Interim Wireline Competition Legal Advisor 
William Maher, Wircline Compctition Bureau Chief 

mailto:jramsrry@naruc.org

